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RESEARCH REPORTS
CORRECTIONAL OUTCOME: AN EVALUATION OF 100 REPORTS
WALTER C. BAILEY*
This article presents selected results of a content
analysis of 100 reports of empirical evaluations of
correctional treatment. The reports, which are
listed at the end of the article, were systematically
selected primarily from those correctional outcome
studies published between 1940 and 1960.' Within
these broad limits, actual selection of reports was
guided by three principles: (1) the report must
have been based upon empirical data; (2) the
treatment evaluated must have been dependent
upon the manipulation of some form of inter-
personal relations as the independent variable, and
(3) the behavior to be corrected must have had a
negative value in the sense of being actually or
potentially subject to legal sanctions.
Five preliminary questions are explored: (1)
What is the relative frequency of various types of
correctional outcome reports in terms of research
* Assistant Professor, School of Social Welfare,
University of California at Los Angeles.
Professor Bailey's article is a modified version of a
paper prepared for the California Study of Correctional
Effectiveness under grant OM89R from the National
Institutes of Health, Public Health Service, U. S
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. He
expresses his sincere appreciation to Dr. Daniel M.
Wilner, Director of the California Study of Correc-
tional Effectiveness for his support and encouragement,
and also to a number of assistants and assistant re-
searchers for their help in collecting materials and
annotating the research studies.
I A few unpublished papers were included because of
availability and some correctional outcome reports
published prior to 1940 were included either because
of their reputation as "classics" or because of some
specific area of relevance. Selection of reports for this
analysis was made on the basis of a systematic search
through books and monographs, relevant journals,
the American Prison Association Index, the Interna-
tional Index to Periodical Literature, the Public Affairs
Index, and various government publications. The
reports, listed below, comprise the sample upon which
this analysis is based. Obviously, they constitute nei-
ther an exhaustive nor representative account of the
literature. Also, a few represent evaluations of some-
what different aspects of the same general study proj-
ects. Nevertheless, the relatively large number of re-
ports included and the selection methods employed,
suggest that this sample provides a reasonible basis
for tentative judgments regarding the status of correc-
tional outcome research in this country.
design? (2) What is the relative frequency of
various forms of group treatment approaches as
compared with individual forms such as individual
counseling, psychotherapy, etc.? (3) What is the
relative frequency of occurrence of study reports
dealing with outcomes of treatment carried out in
correctionally administered settings (forced treat-
ment or "treatment at the point of a gun") as com-
pared with treatment carried out in noncorrec-
tional settings such as private practice, outpatient
clinics, etc. (voluntary treatment)? (4) What
kinds of persons, in terms of training and back-
ground, conduct correctional outcome research
projects? and (5) What kinds of theories of causa-
tion of criminal behavior are implicit or explicit
in the treatment programs evaluated? Finally,
the main question is considered, namely, how
effective is correctional treatment?
FREQUENCY op TYPES op STUDY REPORTS
Of the 100 correctional outcome reports eval-
uated, 22% were classified as describing experi-
mental study designs (those utilizing some form
of control group design); 26% were classified as
describing systematic-empirical study designs
(those using control procedures but no control
groups); and 52% were classified as describing
nonsystematic empirical study designs (those based
upon empirical observations but lacking control
procedures). As expected, the more rigorous ex-
perimental type study report was the least fre-
quently encountered and the least rigorous, least
controlled type of study report, the most plentiful.
GRoUP vs. OTHER Fonms or
CoRREcTIoNxA TREATmENT
Since group treatment appears to be one of the
most rapidly expanding forms of treatment of
emotional and mental disorders generally, one
would expect the same trend in correctional treat-
ment.
Of the 100 correctional outcome reports under
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consideration, we found that 58% of them dealt
with an evaluation of the effectiveness of some
form of group (as opposed to various kinds of
individual) treatment. When treatment form (i.e.,
whether group or individual) is compared with
type of outcome report, we find that roughly 60%
of the experimental type involved evaluations of
group treatment compared with 58% of the sys-
tematic-empirical type, and 59% of the nonsys-
tematic-empirical. In other words, consistently
throughout the ranges of types of correctional out-
come reports considered, the major focus was on
evaluation of various forms of group treatment.
CoRREcTIoNAL vs. NoxcoRRFCTioNAL SETTINGS
It is of interest to compare the frequency of
evaluations of correctional treatment programs
which are under the legal administration of a cor-
rectional agency (e.g., prison, parole, probation,
etc.) with the frequency of those studies evalu-
ating correctional treatment or prevention pro-
grams carried out in community, private agency,
or private practice settings. Here we included in
the comparison only those research reports classi-
fied as either experimental or systematic-empirical,
comprising a total sample of 48 reports. We find
that 26 (54%) of these were evaluations of treat-
ment programs under direct correctional admin-
istration as compared with 22 (46%) in noncorrec-
tional settings. Thus, a slight majority of those
outcome reports describing either experimental or
systematic-empirical research designs, involved
evaluations of correctional treatment in authori-
tarian settings where treatment is "forced."
PROFESSIONAL IDENTIFICATION OF RESEARCHERS
What kinds of persons conduct or direct cor-
rectional outcome studies? Here, we restricted our
analysis to only the most rigorous type of out-
come reports, those describing experimental de-
signs. Ten of the 22 experimental studies (46%)
were conducted by psychologists; next were the
sociologists with 6 (28%). Ten percent (2) could
not be classified. The fields of psychiatry, educa-
tion, and social work each contributed one study
(4% each). On the basis of this sample, it appears
that psychologists and sociologists have a mo-
nopoly on conducting the experimental correc-
tional outcome studies. Together, they authored
74% of the experimental outcome reports.
INTERVENTIONAL PREMISES IN CORRECTIONAL
OUTrcoME STUDIES
Treatment figures,2 we assume, do not make
interventions at random. Thus, all correctional
treatment procedures and programs are based
upon some theoretical frame of reference which,
whether implicitly or explicitly formulated, ex-
plains the behavior being treated, establishes the
goals of treatment, and provides plausible pro-
cedural connections between the problem and the
goals in the sense that the interventions utilized
are viewed as "correct" means to an end (treat-
ment goals).
In this sample of 100 reports there were few
attempts to either make explicit the behavioral
theory undergirding the treatment approach or
the procedural connections between the theory
and treatment goals. One of the exceptions, for
example, was the Grants' evaluation of group
treatment with military offenders. They made a
considered effort to spell out the causal theory
underlying the criminal behavior and to specify
the logical connections between the theory and
the treatment procedure. 3
Behavioral theories underlying the various types
of correctional treatment described in our sample
of reports were grouped under two major and two
minor headings. The major, or primary type
causation theories are those that assume either
(1) the sick premise, or (2) the group relations
premise.4 In the former kinds of theories, whether
Freudian, neo-Freudian, or whatever, the basic
assumption is that the behavior is only a symptom
of some underlying psychopathology. From this
point of view crime is like a disease, in the medical
sense, and can be cured only by alleviating the
underlying pathological condition. This may be
accomplished, according to the terms of the theory,
by individuial psychotherapy, group psychotherapy,
psychoanalysis, etc. This point of view implies that
criminality can be treated in the privacy of the
"Doctor's office," or in a clinic, or in the "group
2 This term refers to any person or persons in the
assigned role of treater. It includes "untrained" lay
counselors under certain institutionalized conditions
(e.g., parole officer, group counselors) as well as trained
clinicians.
, Douglas & Grant, A Group Dynamics Approach
to the Treatment of Nonconformists in the Navy, 322
ANNALS Am. Acrn. PoL. & Soc. Sci. 126 (1959).
4 Cressey, Changing Crininals: The Application of




therapy room of a prison," without recourse to
procedures designed to directly modify the person's
day-to-day interpersonal associations and group
identifications.5
The basic assumption of the major competing
point of view is that behavior, including deviant
and criminal behavior, is primarily a function of
the individual's group relations. Major independent
variables associated with this approach include
social status, role, significant associates, group
identifications and the attitudes and values learned
through and reinforced in these interpersonal situ-
ations. This point of view sees "sickness" as unre-
lated to criminality as such. A criminal may be
suffering from some type of psychopathology
which, let us say, is cured. According to strict
proponents of the group relations principle, he
would then simply be an emotionally stable crimi-
nal. Treatment programs based upon this ap-
proacl attempt to directly manipulate and modify
the nature of the individual's group relations,
social roles, group identifications, etc., in such a
manner that law abiding attitudes and values take
precedence over criminal attitudes and values.
6
The two minor or secondary types of theoretical
approaches are those based upon either the deficit
premise or the activity premise. The deficit premise
assumes that there is "something missing" in the
criminal. In some instances it is possible to replace
this "something that is missing." For example,
the person has been unable to learn vocational or
occupational skills adequate to equip him to com-
pete economically in our society. The "answer"
or "cure" is to give him such skills and the neces-
sary attitudes and values with which to implement
them.7 Or, he may be lacking in the right kind of
religious attitudes and values; or he may simply
have been deprived of the opportunity to learn
"right" from "wrong." 8 Whatever the content of
the theory the treatment approach is implicit in
it.
The activity premise simply assumes that there
is something "bad" about too much leisure time.
It may be subsumed under the old saying, "idle-
ness is the devil's workshop." 9 The "answer" is
5 Ibid. p. 116.
6 Ibid. p. 117.7 Chenault, Education, TAPPAN, CONTE=mPORARY
CoRREcTIoN 224-337 (1951).
8 Edmonds, The Place of Religion in the Treatment of
the Offender, 15 FEDERAL PROBATION 14 (1951). Also
see Gore, The Antidote for Delinquency: God-Inspired
Love, 19 FEDERAL PROBATION 33-36 (1955).
9 Conner, For Satan Finds Some Mischief Still for
to provide constructive leisure time activities and
supervised recreational programs. Together, these
two points of view (deficit plus activity premises)
are considered as "minor" because they are almost
never employed alone but usually occur in con-
junction with one or both of the major assumptions.
When only one type of intervention premise is
used in the treatment evaluated, we can speak of a
single premise theory of causation. When two are
used together we can describe it as a dual premise
theory. When two or more of these premises are
used in a treatment procedure, one may speak of a
multiple premise theory.
In these terms, then, what kinds of explanatory
theories of criminal behavior were implicit or ex-
plicit in the 100 treatment programs evaluated?
Almost one-half (47%) employed the sick premise
(single premise approaches). However, a sub-
stantial majority (67%) of the treatment programs
evaluated in this sample of reports were based
upon some form of the sick premise-either singly
or in conjunction with one or more other types of
conceptual formulations (dual and multiple premise
theories). In contrast, only 9% of these programs
were based solely on the group relations premise.
The finding, previously noted, that well over 50%
of the outcome reports described efforts to evaluate
some type of group treatment underlines the
paradoxical fact that most forms of correctional
group treatment are based, not upon the group
relations premise, but upon the individualized sick
premise.'0
EFFEcTivENEss Op TREATmENT
Finally, how corrective is correctional treat-
ment? Of the total sample of correctional out-
come reports evaluated, 10% described effects
of the treatment as resulting in either "harm" or
"no change" in behavior. Thirty-eight percent of
the studies reported "some improvement." Thirty-
seven percent reported a statistically significant
difference in the direction of improvement for the
group treated. Five percent of the reported re-
sults were classified as "not relevant" to the out-
come problem posed by the study.
Thus, roughly one-half of the outcome reports
Idle Hands to Do, 24 FEDERAL PROBATION 40 (1960).
Also see preface by John Harding to JouRNAr or
SocrAL IssuEs (Therapeutic Camping for Disturbed
Youth) 13 (1957).
10 Cressey, Contradictory Theories in Correctional




evaluated concluded considerable improvement"
in the treatment group. Almost one-fourth of the
reports concluded either harmful results or "no
change." These results, based upon the reported
findings themselves, raise some serious questions
regarding the efficacy of correctional treatment.
Reports Describing Experimental Designs
Five of the 22 correctional outcome reports
classified as experimental indicated either harmful
results or "no change" in the treatment group.
This amounts to roughly 23% of the sample of
experimental studies. Four (17%) reported "some
improvement"; four reported "marked improve-
ment." Nine of these studies (43%) reported a
"positive" statistically significant change in in-
dices of the dependent variable applied to the
treatment group.
Again, positive and negative findings are about
equal. Roughly 60% ("marked improvement" plus
statistically significant) may be classified as re-
porting successful outcomes. However, only 43%
provided statistical evidence that the changes
which occurred in the experimental group were not
due to chance. On the other hand, roughly one-
fourth of the experimental reports concluded that
the treatment group either became worse, or, there
was no statistically significant change in the index
of the dependent variable employed.
Reports Describing Systematic-Empirical Designs
Only 3 of the 26 systematic-empirical studies
reported harmful results or "no change" (12%).
Ten reported "some improvement" (38%). Eleven
reported "marked improvement" (42%). Only one
reported a statistically significant positive change
in the treatment group (4%). Finally, one study
finding was considered "not relevant."
Reports Describing Non-Systematic Empirical De-
signs
At the level of the least rigorously designed cor-
rectional outcome studies only 2 of the 52 studies
evaluated reported harmful results or "no change"
(4%). Twenty-four (46%) reported "some im-
provement" in the treatment group. Twenty-
two (42%) reported "marked improvement." No
studies in this category used tests of statistical
significance. Finally, 4 (8%) cited findings con-
sidered to be irrelevant to the question posed.
" This category includes those reporting "marked
improvement" plus those reporting statistically sig-
nificant improvement at the .05 level or below.
SUMMARY
A sample of 100 correctional outcome reports
was subjected to a content analysis in an effort
to obtain provisional answers to a number of
questions relevant to an evaluation of the status of
correctional treatment. Results of the analysis
indicated that a slight majority of the correctional
treatment programs evaluated in the reports was
carried out in "forced treatment" settings (prison,
parole or probation situations) as compared with
correctional treatment programs carried out in
"voluntary treatment" settings (private practice,
private agencies, etc.). It was also found that
psychologists and sociologists seem to have some-
thing of a monopoly on conducting this type of
evaluative study. In addition, despite the fact that
well over one-half of the reports were concerned
with some form of group treatment, only a few
described treatment procedures conceptually based
upon the group relations premise. The most popu-
lar approach to explaining criminal or delinquent
behavior and conceptualizing treatment goals and
procedures involves some form of the sick premise
regardless of whether the treatment deals with
groups or individuals.
Over one-half of these reports described research
designs of questionable rigor (classified as non-
systematic empirical). Roughly one-fourth of the
reports dealt with more rigorous designs (syste-
matic empirical). The remaining one-fourth of
the reports described experimental designs. How-
ever, variations in research design seemed to have
exerted little influence on frequency of reported
successful treatment outcome. As the rigor of
design increases, the frequency of reported treat-
ment success increases (nonsystematic empirical-
42%, systematic-empirical--46%, experimental-
60%). Although the differences are not marked,
the trend is in the unexpected direction. This is
clarified somewhat when we note that as the rigor
of design increases, the frequency of irrelevant
conclusions markedly decreases; and that as the
rigor of the design decreases, there is a marked de-
crease in the frequency of reported "harm" or
"no change" in the treatment group (experimental
-23%, systematic-empirical-12%, nonsyste-
matic-empirical--4%). In this sample of reports
apparently wishful thinking, when not subject to
appropriate design controls, tends to be expressed
in a resistance to negative results and indulgence
in obscure generalities.
Since positive results were indicated in roughly
(Vol. 57
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one-half of the total sample of 100 reports analyzed,
the problem of interpretation is not unrelated to
that of determining "whether the cup is half
empty or half full." But, when one recalls that
these results, in terms of success or failure of the
treatment 'used, are based upon the conclusions
of the authors of the reports, themselves, then the
implications of these findings regarding the effec-
tiveness of correctional treatment become rather
discouraging. A critical evaluation of the actual
design and the specific research procedures de-
scribed in each instance would substantially de-
crease the relative frequency of successful outcomes
based upon reliably valid evidence. Therefore, it
seems quite dear that, on the basis of this sample
of outcome reports with all of its limitations, evi-
dence supporting the efficacy of correctional
treatment is slight, inconsistent, and of question-
able reliability.
This negative conclusion regarding correctional
treatment is in general agreement with those
drawn from several reviews of the correctional
outcome literature. For example, in 1952 Dalton
reported his fairly pessimistic impression of the
value of counseling techniques in probation work.
12
In 1954, Kirby reviewed the literature on the
effects of treating criminals and delinquents and
concluded that "most treatment programs are
based on hope and perhaps informed speculation
rather than on verified information. ' iu Two years
later, Witier and Tufts reviewed the literature
on the effectiveness of delinquency prevention
programs and concluded that such programs had
not been notably effective.14
On the positive side there is impressive evidence
of an increasing concern with correctional outcome
research and progressive improvement in the
calibre of the scientific investigations conducted.
This is shown in the increasing numbers of experi-
mental and systematic-empirical investigations,
the greater involvement of professionally trained
researchers and the resulting increase in sophisti-
cation and rigor of research designs, and in the
growing efforts to more explicitly relate treatment
practice to behavioral science theory.
1 Dalton, Value and Use of Counseling Techniques
in the Work of Probation Officers, 16 FEDERAL PoBA-
ToN 17 (1952).
13 Kirby, Measuring Effects of Treatment of Criminals
and Delinquents, 38 SOCioLOGY AND SoCIAl, RESEARCH
374 (1954).
"4 Witmer & Tufts, The Effectiveness of Delinquency
Prevention Programs, Washington: U. S. Department
of Health, Education, and Welfare, Government Print-
ing Office, 1954.
But how can we account for the apparent fact
that although the operational means and resources
of correctional outcome research have substantially
improved, there has been no apparent progress in
the actual demonstration of the validity of various
types of correctional treatment? There probably
could be no one answer to this question which, at
least for a period, must remain unanswered. How-
ever, one or more of the following "explanations"
may be suggestive: (1) there is the possibility that
reformative treatment is "really" ineffectual either
in its own right or as a consequence of the ambiv-
alence of the "crime and punishment" setting in
which it takes place; (2) one may hazard that
much of the correctional treatment currently prac-
ticed is not corrective and that little of the reha-
bilitation work being done should be dignified by
the term treatment; (3) it may be that some types
of correctional' treatment are "really'" effective
with some types of individuals under certain con-
ditions, but so far we hay- been unable to opera-
tionally describe the independent variable (treat-
ment), reliably identify in terms of treatment
response the type of behavioral patterns being
treated, adequately control the conditions under
which such treatment takes place, or reliably
delineate and measure relevant indices of the de-
pendent variable; (4) perhaps much of the reforma-
tive treatment currently practiced is based upon
the "wrong" theories of delinquent and criminal
behavior.
LIST OF THE 100 STuDims REVIEWED
Experimental
Walter C. Bailey, Differential Cmnmunication in
the Supervision of Paroled Opiate Addicts (Paper
read at the 1958 Meeting of the American So-
ciological Society).
Bertram J. Black and Selma J. Glick, Recidivism
at the Hawthorne-Cedar Knolls School, Research
Monograph No. 2, New York: Jewish Board of
Guardians (1952).
Paul Hoover Bowman, Effects of Reised School
Program on Potential Delinquents, 332 ANMrS
OF THE A3mRicAr ACADEmy OF POLrriCAL Ai
SOCIAL ScIENCE (1959).
Roscoe C. Brown, Jr., and Dan W. Dodson, The
Effectiveness of a Boy's Club in Reducing De-
linquency, 322 ANALs or THE AhmERICA ACAD-
Emy or PoLrrICAL AND SoCI SCIENCE (1959).
Vernon Fox, Michigan's Experiment in Minimum
Security Penology, 41 jouRNAL oF, CRrMNAL
LAW AND CRMINoLoG 150 (1950).
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Vernon Fox, The Effect of Counseling on Adjustment
in Prison, 3 SOCIAL FORCES 285 (1954).
Charles Gersten, Group Therapy with Institution-
alized Delinquents, 80 JOURNAL OF GENETIC
PSYC HOLOGY 35 (1952).
J. Douglas Grant and Marguerite Q. Grant, A
Group Dynamics Approach to the Treatment of
Nonconformists in the Navy, 322 ANNALS OF
THE, AMERICAN ACADEMY OF POLITICAL AND
SOCIAL SCIENCE (1959).
Joan K. Jackson, The Seattle Police Department
Rehabilitation Project for Chronic Alcoholics, 24
FEDERAL PROBATION 36 (1958).
Isaac Joiles, An Experiment in Group Therapy for
Adult Offenders, 9 FEDERAL PROBATION 16
(1946).
RUTH JACOBS LEVY, REDUCTIONS IN RECIDIVISM
THROUGH THERAPY (1941).
Herbert S. Lewin, An Experiment in Non-A1thori-
tative Treatment of Juvenile Delinquents, 1 JouR-
NAL OF CHILD PSYCHIATRY, 195 (1948).
Arthur Mann, Group Therapy-Irradiation, 46
JOURNAL " OF CRIMINAL LAW, CRIMINOLOGY,
AND POLICE SCIENCE, 50 (1955).
Joan and William McCord, A Follow-Up Report o
the Cambridge-Somerville Youth Study, 322 AN-
NALS OF'THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF POLITICAL
AND SOCIAL SCIENCE, 89 (1959).
EDwiN PowERs AND HELEN WITMER, AN Ex-
PERIMENT IN THE PREVENTION OF DELINQUENCY
(1951).
Ellery F. Reed, How Effective are Group-Work
Agencies in Preventing Juvenile Delinquency? 22
SOCIAL SERVICE REVIEw, 341 (1948).
MELVIN ROMAN, REACHING DELINQUENTS
THROUGH READING (1957).
Alfred C."Schnur, The Educational Treatment of
Prisoners and Recividism, 54 AMERICAN JOURNAL
OF SOCIOLOGY 143-147 (1948).
Harry M. Shulman, Delinquency Treatment of the
Controlled Activity Group, 10 AMERICAN SOCIO-
LOGICAL REVIEW 405 (1945).
Robert S. Wallerstein, Comparative Study of Treat-
ment Method for Chronic Alcoholism: The Alco-
holism Research Project at Winter V.A. Hospital,
113 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PSYCHIATRY 228
(1956).
H. ASHLEY WEEKS, YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS AT
HIGHFIELDS (1958).
Robert D. Wirt and James L. Jaconson, Experi-
mental Studies in Group Psychotherapy with
Prisoners; Report N. L. Selected Groups, Minne-
sota State Prison Department of Social Welfare
(June, 1958) (mineographed).
Systematic-Empirical
Augusta F. Bronner, Treatment and What Hap-
pened Afterward, 14 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF
ORTHOPSYCHIATRY 28 (1944).
Morris G. Caldwell, Review of a New Type of Pro-
bation Study Made in Alabama, 15 FEDERAL
PROBATION 3 (1951).
James F. Chastin, A Public School Offers Special
Courses for Young Probationers, 22 FEDERAL
PROBATION 37 (1958).
Eric K. Clarke, Group Therapy in Rehabilitation,
16 FEDERAL PROBATION 28 (1952).
David Dressler, Parole Results, PROCEEDINGS OF
THE AMERICAN PRISON ASSOCIATION (1941)
416-525.
Warren H. Dunham and Mary E. Knauer, The
Juvenile Court in its Relationship to Adult Crim-
inality, 3 SOCIAL FORCES 290 (1954).
Warren H. Dunham and LeMay Adamson, Clin-
ical Treatment of Male Delinquents: A Case
Study in Effort and Result, 21 AMERICAN SOCIO-
LOGICAL REVIEW (1956).
Albert Ellis, The Effectiveness of Psychotherapy
with Individuals who Have Severe Homosexual
Problems, 20 JOURNAL OF CONSULTING PSY-
CHOLOGY, 191 (1956).
Ralph England, A Study of Post Probatim Recidi-
vism Among Federal Offenders, 19 FEDERAL
PROBATION 10 (1955).
Louisve V. Frishie, The Treated Sex Offender, 122
FEDERAL PROBATION 18 (1958).
John M. Gandy, Preventive Work with Streetcorner
Groups: Hyde Park Youth Project, Chicago, 322
ANNALS OF THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF PO-
LITICAL AND SOCIAL SCIENCE 107 (1959).
Lester H. Gliedman, et al., Group Therapy with
Alcoholics with Concurrent Group Meetings of
Their Wives, 17 QUARTERLY JOURNAL OF STUD-
IES ON ALCOHOL 655 (1956).
MAXWELL JONES, THE THERAPEUTIC COMMUNITY
(1953).
Sidney Kosofsky, Directive Therapy with Female
Juvenile Delinquents, 11 JOURNAL OF CLINICAL
PSYCHOLOGY 357 (1955).
Gerald R. Ladhoff, The Contribution of Physical
Education in the Prevention of Potential Juvenile
Delinquency, (unpublished Masters Thesis, Uni-
versity of California, Los Angeles, 1956).
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R. Lessner, Psychodrama in Prison, 3 GROUP Psy-
CHOTHERAPY 77 (1950).
Tom McGee, Changes in Adjustment During De-
tention, AssocATION NEws, (March, 1955) 7.
Walter B. Miller, The Impact of a Community
Group Work Program on Delinquent Corner
Groups, 31 SOcIAL SERVICE REVIEw 390 (1957).
Walter B. Miller, Preventive Work with Streetcorner
Groups: Boston Delinquency Project, 322 ANNALS
OF THE AMERICAN ACADEMY OF POLITICAL AND
SOCIAL SCIENCE 97 (1959).
New York City Youth Board, How They Were
Reached: A Study of 310 Children and Their
Families Known to Referral Units, (Youth
Board Monograph, No. 2, New York: New
York City Youth Board, 1954).
Florence Powbermaker, Psychopathology and
Treatment of Delinquent Girls, 6 PASTORAL PSY-
CHOLOGY 33 (1955).
George J. Reed, The Federal Youth Corrections
Program, 22 SOCIAL SERVICE RE iEw 340
(1956).
Vin Rosenthal and Edmund Shimberg, The Pro-
gram of Group Therapy with Incarcerated Nar-
cotic Addicts, 49 JOURNAL OF CRIMiNAL LAW,
CRIMINOLOGY AND POLICE SCIENCE 140 (1958).
Nathaniel Showstack, Preliminary Report on the
Psychiatric Treatment of Prisoners at the Cali-
fornia fedical Facility, San Pedro, California,
a paper read at the annual meeting of the Amer-
ican Psychiatric Association, Atlantic City, New
Jersey, May 12, 1955 (mimeographed).
Frederic M. Thrasher, The Boys' Club and Juvenile
Delinquency, 42 A1ERICAN JOURNAL OF Socr-
OLOGY 66 (1936).
Lorranie O'Donnell Williams, Short-Term Treat-
ment of Women: An Experitent, 21 FEDERAL
PROBATION 42 (1957).
Non-Systematic Empirical
Joseph Andriola, Success and Failure in the Treat-
ment of Twenty-five Truants at a Child Guidance
Clinic, 13 AmRICAN JOURNAL OF ORTHOPSY-
cHIATRY 691 (1943).
Freed Bales, Types of Social Structure as Factors in
"Cures" for Alcohol Addiction, 3 APPLIED AN-
TnROPOLOGY 1 (1942).
Ernest G. Beier, Experimental Therapy with a
Gang, 30 Focus 97 (1951).
Howard Bennett, Successful Treatment of a Socio-
pathic Personality, Anti-Social Type with Schiz-
oid Trends-, 11 AmERICAN JOURNAL OF PsYcHo-
THERAPY 111 (1957).
Benjamin Boshers, Lee G. Sewall and Mary Koga,
Management of the Narcotic Addict in an Out-
patient Clinic, 113 AMERICAN JOURNAL OF PSY-
CHIATRY 158 (1956).
Margaretta K. Bowers, M.D., A Triangle of Treat-
ment, 30 Focus 161 (1951).
Harry J. Brevis, Counseling Prison Inmates, 7
PASTORAL PSYCHOLOGY 35 (1956).
Martha Brunner-Orne and Martin T. Orne, Alco-
holics, SLAVSON FIELDS OF GROUP PSYCHOTHER-
APY, Ch. 5 (1956).
Martha Brunner-Orne, The Utilization of Group
Psychotherapy in Enforced Treatment Program
for Alcoholics and Addicts, 6 THE INTERNA-
TIONAL JOURNAL OF GROUP PSYCHOTHERAPY
272 (1956).
Edward Cass, Parole Can be Successful, 31 JouR-
NAL OF CRnNAL LAW AND CRIMINOLOGY 7
(1940).
F. C. Cesarman, Religious Conversion -of Sex Of-
fenders During Psychotherapy: Two .Cases, 11
JOURNAL OF PASTORAL CARE 25 (1957).
Jack Chwast, Casework Treatment in a Police
Setting, 18 FEDERAL PROBATION 35 (1954).
J. H. Conn, The Psychiatric Treatment of Certain
Chronic Offenders, 32 JOURNAL OF CRIMINAL
LAW AND CRamOLOGY 631 (1942).
Raymond J. Corsini, Group Psychotherapy with a
Hostile Group, 6 GROUP PSYCHOTHERAPY 168
(1954).
Marie Duffin, Reaching Out to Prevent Delinquency,
19 FEDERAL PROBATION 27 (1955).
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